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JURY sm/?t 

1ST ADO JURY 212 XXX KENNEDY. 

THT LETTER SPECIFICALLY WAS CRITICAL OF COUNTY CLERK WILL I AM SHARP AND 
OF ' FLIER TALMACHOFF, CHIEF OF THE CRIMINAL DIVISION OF THE OFFICE. 

m m OFFICIAL memos OF TIC LOS ANSaES counit clerk's office relat- 

ING TO THE YIEW1NC OF T^OT IN THE CASES OF THE PEOPLE VS, SIRHAN 
B* SIRHAN AND PEOPLE VS* JACK KIRSCHKe I^E tNCOITLETE, I INADEQUATE, 
CCWFUSINS AND' IN SOME INSTANCES, SIMPLY MISSING,* THE LETTER SAID^ 
EPSTEIN ALSO CLAIMED "NU^^^ FROM TWO PHOTOSYAliC COPIES OF 

ONE OF SIRHIWIS NOTEBOOKS DISAPPEARED DURING THE TIME THE COUNTY 
CLERK’S 

REPWING TO SHARP*® RESPONSIBILITY, THE LETTER RELATED THAT THE COUNTY 
aw TESTIFIED THAT a MAY TR^ COURT ORDER CONCERNING. THE EXHIBITS IN 
fl€ SIRHAN CASE DID NOT COME TO H|$ PERSONAL ATTENTION UNTIL LAST JUNE, 
BY SUCH TEST IMWiY BEFWIE THE GRAND JURY, $HARP"HA$ EXHI Bl TED A 
| FAILURE OF EFFECTIVE COMMUNICATION BETWEEN HIM AND HI S SUBORDINATES I N 

CONNECTION WITH THE DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF HIS OFFICE IN A 
UNIQUE CASE OF HISTORICAL IMPORTANCE,* EPSTEIN WROTE. 

"MR, SHARP’S CONCERN WITH MINOR DETAILS OF REFORM WHILE OVERLOOKING 
1 MAJOR RESPONSIBILITIES IS CULPABLE," HE ADDED, 
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